REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the present application, as amended, is respectfully requested. 

I. STATUS OF THE CLAIMS 

Claims 1-1 1 are pending in the present application. Claims 1-11 have been 
rejected. Claims 1-11 have been amended to more particularly point out and distinctively 
claim that which applicants regard as there invention. No new matter has been added by 
virtue of the amendment. 

II. Rejections under 35 U,S,C. S 112 

Claims 1-1 1 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicants regard as the invention, for the reason set forth on page 2 of the Office 
Action. 

Applicants have amended claims 1 -11 to address all issues raised by Examiner. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the amended claims satisfy the requirements 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. Therefore, applicants respectfully request that the rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, be withdrawn. 

III. Rejections under 35 U.S.C S 102 

Claims 1- 1 1 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Cho et al. (6,593,038) or Lukanc et al. (6,749,971) or Park et al. (US20040043305). The 
rejections are respectfully traversed. 

It is respectfully submitted that Park reference is inapplicable to be cited against 
the present invention. 

35 U.S.C. 102(e) is explicitly limited to certain references "filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant" (emphasis added). (See, MPEP 
2136.03 I). Park has a U.S. filing date of November 22. 2002 under 35 U.S.C. §102 (e), 
which is later than the effective filing date of October 22, 2002, i.e. the priority date, of 
the present application. 
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In accordance with 37 C.F.R. 1.55 and MPEP 201.15, an English translation of a 
certified copy of the priority application (i.e. Korean Patent Application 2002-64641, 
filed October 22, 2002), together with a statement that the translation of the certified copy 
of the priority application is accurate are being submitted herewith. Therefore, 
withdrawal of the rejections to claims 1-3 based on the Park reference is respectfully 
requested. 

Moreover, it is also respectfully submitted that neither Cho nor Lukanc disclose 
or suggest "a third trim pattern being in contact with selected sides of a first and a second 
trim patterns", as essentially recited in claims 1, 6, 7 and 1 1. Although Cho discloses a 
trim patch (610), the trim patch (610) does not include a third trim pattern being in 
contact with selected sides of a first and a second trim patterns. (See , Fig. 6C). Although 
Lukanc discloses a trim mask (300), the trim mask (300) does not include a third trim 
pattern being in contact with selected sides of a first and a second trim patterns. (See , Fig. 
3 and col. 6, lines 1-5). 

Furthermore, Examiner admits on page 7 of the Office Action that "The teachings 
of Cho et al. or Lukanc et al. or Park et al. differ from those of the applicant in that the 
applicant teaches the uses of a third trim pattern in contact with selected sides of first 
and second trim patterns in order to prevent the formation of a notch structure." 
[Emphasis added]. Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that claims 1, 6, 7 and 11 
are not anticipated by Cho and Lukanc . 

Claims 2-5 depend from claim 1, claims 8-10 depend from claim 7. Dependent 
claims 2-5 and 8-10 are not anticipated by the cited references for the same reasons given 
above for the independent claims. 

Therefore, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner withdraw the 
rejections of claims 1-1 1 under 35 U.S.C § 102(e) and claims 1-1 1 are in condition for 
allowance. 

IV. Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 1-11 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Cho or Lukanc or Park in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,787,271 to Cote. 
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A prima facie case of obviousness can be established only upon showing that all 
claimed elements are disclosed in the combined references. Park was applied in the 
rejection under §103 of claims 1-11. With Park removed as a § 102(e)/ §103 reference, a 
prima facie case of obviousness under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) cannot be sustained. 

Accordingly, in view of the earlier priority date of the instant application, 
Applicants respectfully submit that claims 1-1 1 are patentable over Park in view of Cote . 

Applicants respectfully submit that Cho and Cote or Lukbanc and Cote , when 
taken alone or in combination, fail to teach or suggest "a third trim pattern being in 
contact with selected sides of a first and a second trim patterns", as essentially recited in 
claims 1, 6, 7 and 1 1. As stated above, Cho and Lukbanc fail to teach or suggest the 
above features since Cho and Lukbanc do not include any disclosure concerning a third 
trim pattern being in contact with selected sides of a first and a second trim patterns, as 
recited in claims 1, 6, 7 and 11. 

Further, the addition of Cote does not render the claimed features obvious. 
Although Cote discloses a trim layer (204), the trim layer (204) does not include a third 
trim pattem being in contact with selected sides of a first and a second trim patterns. (See 
Fig. 2 and col. 5, line 53 - col. 6, line 2). 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that the cited references, when taken alone 
or in combination, do not teach or suggest the recited features of claims 1, 6, 7 and 11. 

As such, Applicants respectfully submit that claims 1, 6, 7 and 1 1 are patentable 
over Cho in view of Cote and Lukbanc in view of Cote . 

For at least the reason that claims 2-5 depend from claim 1, claims 8-10 depend 
from claim 7, claims 2-5 and 8-10 are also submitted to be patentably distinct over the 
cited references. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing remarks, it is respectfully submitted that all the claims 
now pending in the application are in condition for allowance. Early and favorable 
reconsideration is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Reg. No. 41,587 
Attorney for Applicant 



F. Chau & Associates, LLC 
130 Woodbury Road 
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